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To the Editor of the Gospel Advocate. 


Srr—I wish you would publish the fol- 
lowing charitable arguments on the subject 
of Universal salvation from the writings of 
a Calvinist divine, with the remarks which 
they will naturally suggest, and which they 
deserve, and you will much oblige a friend 
and subscriber. W.H. G. 


(Concluded fiom page 92.) 

* Let us talk the matter a little miore 
plainly. We willsuppose the DEVIL to 
be their God 5 and that he is possessed of 
all the qualities that they wish him to be ; 
viz. that he has infinite power and knowl- 


in union with kim, must be holy also. 

If we suppose the divine Being to be in 
reality a holy being, and trace the conse- 
quences of Universalism according to the 
foregoing plan, under that supposition, we 
find it clashes with the general accepted 
notion that mankind are sinners. But if 
we supposethe devil to be their god, it is 
not difficult then to reconcile the idea that 
they and their god are in union. But it 
will doubtless clash with the feelings of Uni- 
versalists to suppose their god to be a sin- 
ful being. ‘Therefore if the devil is sup- 
posed to be their god, he must also be sup- 
posed to be a holy being, and that all men 
are holy like him.—But if they insist that 





edge 3 and that he is unalterably determin- 





ed to make them happy. Under this sup- 
position, we naturally see that their God 
would be highly pleased with their sensual 
appetites : He having the same disposition 
there is union through the whole. 

‘ Now let us take a review of what was 
said above. It was there stated, that if 
men could choose their own God, they 
would chuse one that was i#6ee in power | 
and knowledge, and that was unalterabiy 





determined to make them happy. Itis easy 
to see that it isnot possible for nien to be dis- | 
pleased with such a god as this ; because 
the character of their god is according to 
the relish of ail men. But it will now be 
somewhat difficult to see, that all men, as 
wellas their god, are perfectly holy ; for 
now we have a sight that their god is the 
devil ! We see also that their union arises 
from this, that they are all possessed of the 

same devlish disposition. Bat however dif- | 
ficult it may be to sappose all to be holy 

according to the foregoing statements, yet | 
we must do it, or we shall not make it chord 
with the Universalist system. ‘Their sys- 
temis that they have a God infinite in 
power and knowledge, and who is unalter- 
ably determined to make them happy 3 and | 
further, they pretend to suppose him to be 
a holy God. But from the <tatements, a- 





bove, it must appear that it is impossible 
for men to be any other than im union with 
him ifthis behe. So that if their God is | 
holy, they are also 3 and we rust suppose | and mu 
holiness through the whole. Their God | Nite goodness 5 
being supposed to be holy, apd they being ¢ 





jin the present tense. 


| and candor, will rejectit ; 2 


the true God is their God, still they must 
suppose that all men are holy like him ; for 
they make him to be a God according to 
their choice. Therefore, if all men have 
their choice, in a God, they must of neces- 
sity love him. And love is the fulfilling of 
the law : and accordingly all men must be 
holy. And it is impossible to evade all the 
consequences that have bee» drawa under 
that supposition, unless they can prove that 
mankind can hate a God of their own 
choice 3 hate that. which they do choose 
But as that cannot 
be, all the foregoing inconsistencies must 
force themselves upon their system. And 
can that scheme of doctrine be true that is 
contradictory to known favis—contradicto- 
ry to the whole system of truth, contained 
in divine revelation ; and with which such 
absurd and false consequeuces are connect- 
ed ? But until itcan be faiely shown that 
the scheme of Universalism does not con- 
tain these consequences, every man of sense 
ad those only, 
who are determined to believe without evi- 
dence, will embrace it. 

“ We shall now conclude, after taking a 
little more particular view of the argument 


'for Universal Salvation drawn from the 


benevolence of the divine being. 

“ Universalists do assert, with great con- 
fidence, that to make men miserable etern- 
ally, does in fact deny God’s benevolence, 
t be totally inconsistent with inf- 
therefore they concluds 
hat all must be finally happy. 
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good of the Universal system requires that 
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‘A plausible argument indeed at first 
view ; and doubtless it has more influence 
than any other upon the minds and feelings 
of those who embrace it. For it seems to 
be their last resort, their strong refuge, 
when driven from their other defences. But 
as this isa matter that concerns our eter- 


nal welfare, a mistake in it may ruin us| bloody wars that fill the earth ? 





gument that allwillbe saved, because jt 
may appear to us best! W. ha y do we not 
with great confidence affirm that there will 
be no more destructive wars, because we 

are not able to see how they will be best ? 
Shallwe dictate to God that benevolence 
requires of him that he put an end to the 
Wi e pre- 


| 
forever. Let us therefore exaniine the ar- | sume that this would be counteda horrid 


gument with candor. 

“ We shall readily grant that as God 
ts infinitely wise and good, he will suffer | 
nothing to take place but what is for the 
highest and best good of the whole system, 
and this is all that can be determined from 
God’s infinite benevolence—that he will 
dispose of all things for the general good. 

** Now to argue the salvation of ALL 
from God’s infinite benevolence, we must 
be able to comprehend his plan of univers- 
al Government, as it embraces all worlds, 
and all created beings, from the highest 
angelto the lowestinsect. When therefore 
we can look through the vast dominions of 
Jehovah, and see clearly that the highest 


the finally impenitent be saved ; then, 
and not till then, can we prove the salva- 
tion of all, from the benevolence of God. 
For until we can comprehend the whole 
system, the argument can at most, amount 
to no more than this, that “ according to 
our scanty views, it may appear best.”— 
But how weak+the argument, that -we can- 
not see but it is best, and therefore it will 
be! But will any be soarrogant as to de- 
termine that he knows what will be for the 
general good !| Does not he who is infal- 
lible in wisdom direct many events contra- 
ry from what we should judge best? Should 
we have thought best to admit moral evilinto 
the world, and fill it with confusion and mis- 
ery? See how much distress, sorrow and 
wretchedness has filied the world for near- | 
ly 6000 years! Can we see why all this 





sin and misery is for the general good ? 
Best that so many children and infants: 
Should be cut down with such tormenting 
pain, as is often the case ?—Best that so 
many comparatively innocent and virtu-' 
ous ones should be afflicted with excruciat- | 
ing pains for weeks, months and years ?— 
And why so many should draw out their’ 
lives in slavery and wretchedness? Should 
we judge best toadmit tie horrors of wars; 
suffering mankind to butcher each other’ 
by thousands ? Can we see the propriety 
of these and thousand other events? It is 
evident from facts, and constant experi- 
ence, that we arc totally ignorant of what 
is wisest and best. How weak then the ar- 


idea. Why then is it not counted equally 
horrid for us to dictate to the Alnighty 
that benevolence requires of him to save 
all men in another world ? 

“ If things should take place very dif- 
erent from what we should judge best in 
this world, how much greater reason have 
we to conclude they will in another world? 
We areless acquainted with the eternal 
world, than we are with this ; we are 
therefore much more liable to misjudge, 
were weto judge according to our scan- 
ty views. If we are unable to discov- 
er the wisdom and propriety of events 
in this life ; how far above our compre- 
hension must be those that relate to the 
eternal state ? 

“Even were the scripture, silent, we 
could not argue with any degree of cer- 
tainly that the finally impenitent would be 
saved : How much less can we now do it 
against the plain declaration of inspira- 
tion ? God knows what will be best ; the 
information, therefore, that he givesis 
certain. What fo ly and presumption is 
it then, for such short sighted ignorant 
creatures as we are, to deny his positive 
declarations, and assert that they are can- 
trary to infinite benevolence ! This is pre- 
suming to know better than infinite wis- 
dom ; and is giving the lie to Jehovah !— 
We may as well deny the dispensations of 
Providence that are daily taking place ; 
or assert that they are inconsistent with 
benevolence because we cannot sce how 
they are for the general good. 

~ This plausible argument, therefore, 
must be extremely weak, and inconclusive. 
It amounts to nothing more than this—* It 
appears to us, that it would be for the gen- 
eral good that all should be saved ; there- 
fore it will beso: We cannot see it best 


_thatany should endure endless punishment 


—therefore none will!” But this is slim 
reasoning indeed. When facts de contin- 
ually manifest, that we are wholly unable 
to comprehend God’s vast plan of univer- 
sal government, what little dependance can 
be placed upon such arguments. ‘To risk 


our eternal welfare upon such a slender 
foundation, is hazardous to the last degree 5 
it is the height of folly and madness. It is 
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leaning upon the staffof a broken reed, 
which will break, and pierce the heart with 
endless sorrow. 

“ And now, what is there left to encour- 
age us to embrace the Universalist system? 
When we attend to those passages of scrip- 
ture they pretend does favor their system, 
we find, by close examination, that it is 
nothing but a mere pretence indeed. ‘The 
ideas which they put upon them, do vanish, 
when we attend to the true meaning of the 
passages in their connection, Mr. Stacy 
hes produced those passages, in his Ser- 
mon ; and it is seen, by our Reply, that his 
construction of them, is but a forced con- 
struction. 

“ When we attend to the tendency of 
that system, we find it leads to licentious- 
ness, and therefore that it cannot be a doc- 
trine from God, as he cannot be the author 
of a doctrine that Jeads to licentiousness and 
irreligion. We find that Universalists, in 
vindicating their doctrine, do accuse the 
Almighty of deceiving his creatures ; of 
threatening what he never intended to in- 
flict ;—we find that they are under the ne- 
cessity thus to impeach the Almighty, or 
they could not maintain their ground.— 
Thus barefaced are they against the God 
cf heaven ; and yetthey gain some pros- 
elytes ! Surely this could not be accounted 


for, but from this, that the heart of man na- 
turally has no regard for the honor of God. 


Dut further : 

“ When attendiag to some of the conse- 
quences of Universalism, we find it to be a 
contradictory system : that it contradicts 
itself, and therefore cannot be true.—It first 
marks out the character of God in such a 
manner as to make it agreeable to the na- 
tural heart of all men—make him just such 
a God as they choose, and therefore they 
love him—and there is union through the 
system 3 consequently all are holy ; and 
there is no sin in existence. But this con- 
tradicts the bible ; and they pretend to hold 
to the bible : so it contradicts them. And 
furthermore, it contradicts common cbeer- 
vation, daily experience, and matters of 
fact ; all which evince mankind to be evil, 
hating God, and destroying each other. All 
of these finally unite to prove that their god 
is the Devil. And then this will not do 
neither, for it contradicts their profession— 
they profess that their God is a holy God ; 
and thus it is full of contradictions, let us 
take itin what shape we will, too numer- 
ous to mention, and fit only to be rejected. 

“ And lastly, 

“ When we take a view of the main are 
gument in its support, viz. the argument 


from the benevolence of the Deity, we find 
it to be but the height of arrogance and pre- 
sumption—that it assumes’ to dictate to Je- 
hovah, contrary to known and positive facts 
—that it arrogantly claims to be Wise, and 
comprehensive in knowledge, with the De- 
ity, sO as to survey his vast plan of univer- 
sal government, and determine what is best 
—that it proves too much, and therefore 
proves nothing. 

“ We ask, therefore, what there is leftin 
favor of that sentiment, that should encour- 
age the embracnig of it ? We presume that 
the candid and judicious must answer, that 
there is nothing.” 


Remarks on the above. 


On the supposition that the Devil was 
the God of the Universalists (as this author 
has suggested ;) that he was infinite in wis- 
dom and knowledge and was _ unalterably 
determined to make them happy, we ob- 
serve ; that if the infinite wisdom, the in- 
finite knowledge and unalterable determina- 
tion of the Devil designed the happiness of 
his subjects, it must design their holiness ; 
for sin and happiness were not wont to be 
connected ; and if the ‘jholiness of his sub- 
jects were designed in order for their hap- 
piness ; then the same object, which pleas- 
es a Universalist in relation to the Deity, 
would please him in the present case, for 
they would be one and the same. We will 
only remark further, that this writer has 
shown a great degree of weakness, not to 
say impiety and ignorance of the salvation 
of the Gospel and of the nature of things, 
in the supposition he has made. Jlappi- 
néss must arise from holiness ; so that if 
the Devil designs the happiness of any, he 
must design their holiness ; and if this Au- 
thor be acquainted with such a Devil as 
this, we will acknowledge that his acquein- 
tance extends farther than ours. 

We will now take a view of whathe says 
on the divine benevolence. [He grants that 
this is the most plausible argument of Uni- 
versalists in support of their scheme, 

“ We grant,” says he, © that as God is 
infinitely wise and good, he will suffer 
nothing to take place, but what is for the 
highest and best good of the whole system, 
and this is all that can be determined from 
God’s infinite benevolence—that he will 
dispose of all things for the general good.” 
The only question now, according to this 
Author, is, whether the general good ofthe 
whole system requires the endless sin and 





misery of a part, or whether it requires the 
holiness and consequent happiness af the 
whole. 
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~ Weare willing to join issue on this icot- 


ing ; agreeing with this Author, that the 
divine benevolence requires the greatest and 
best good of the whole system. We have 
but two sources of information, by which to 
decide whether the general good of the 
whole system requires the happiness of the 
whole, or the endless misery of a part :— 
those sources are reason in connection with 
the sympathies, which God has implanted 
within us, and the scriptures. These prove 
that the greatest good of the whole system 
requires the happiness of all ; not the end- 
less misery of any. 

The whole system of religion is built on 
love. God is its source and examplar.— 
What is the effect of love towards an ene- 
my? Jtis pity, compassion, forgiveness 
and a return of good for evil. Does God 
do this to his enemies ¢ Is he pitiful, does 
he exercise compassion, forgiveness and do 
good to the evil and unthankful? He does; 
his tender mercies are over all his works, 
and we are like God when we forgive.— 
The general good requires whatever God 
has purposed to do; he being infinite in 
wisdom, must know what is best for the 
general good. Now God has purposed in 
himself, that in the despensation of the full- 
Less of times he might gather together in 
one all things in Christ ; not a part of all 


things. It is evident here that the God of 


infinite wisdom and iove, views the greatest 
goou of the whole system to consist in the 
happiness of every creature ; and therefore 
purposed in himself from cternity to gather 
together every creature in Christ. It is his 
will that all men should be saved ; that all, 
who were lost, should be found ; that all 
flesh should see his salvation; that every 
knee should bow, and every tongue confess 


that Jesus Christ was Lord to the glory of 


God the Father. 

Thus the scriptures are explicit in declar- 
ing what God views necessary for the great- 
est and best good of the whole system. 

Our reason in connection with the sym- 
pathies, which God has implanted within 
us agree with scripture in this point. 

Men, who are destitute of feeling, of pity 
and compassion, and whose reason is be- 
clouded by tradition and false theology, 
may urge as they please with respect to the 
necessity of the endless misery of a part of 





son will proclaim its great absurdity. With 
unprejudiced reason, and the feelings of hu- 
man nature and the christian temper, uo 
man can be happy in the contemplaticn of 
endless sin and misery in any fellow crea. 
ture. Noman could be happy in such a 
state, unless heaven should give a different 
disposition and feeling, from that, which 
grace bestows in this life. : 

Hence I conclude, that if God will ney. 
er sufler anything to take place, but what 
will be for the general good ; then endless 
sin and misery wil! never be permitted in a 
part of mankind, because this weiid des. 
troy the happiness of al? manicind.—Lp1- 
TOR. 

N. B. Itis a little curious to observe, 
that this Author did not know how to be- 
have himself with the divine benevolence 
staring him full in the face. It was_pre- 
suinption in us, he observes, to suppose that 
the highest good requires the salvation of all; 
but by what name shail we call that, whieh 
while it would secure the greatest good, has 
laid a plan by which there can be no good 
at all_—kEp. 





For the Gospel Advocate. 
(Concluded from page 90.) 

For as in water, face answereth to face ; 
so the heart of man to man. Mankind 
(saith Lavater) agree in essence, as they do 
in their limbs; and their difierence in es- 
sence is as their difference in form, limbs 
and sinews,and only so and no more.” For 
of one blood are made all nations under 
heaven. And what under like circumstan- 
ces effects a revelation in ten hearts, will 
efiect the same in a hundred, and will ina 
thousand; and ifthe hundred and _forty- 
four thousand, saved because that God first 
loved them; the same would apply, and 
hold good with all mankind ; if they would 
only be persuaded of the reality of God's 
love to them. If we sin, (saith Solomon) 
we are thine: But we will not sin, knowing 
that we are accounted thine. 

The doctrine of election and reprobation 
represents about nine tents of the intelli- 
gent creation predestinated to endless tor- 
ments—and the other part to happiness, 
supreme and eternal. And there is about 
one tenth, that appear to have a kind of 


doubtful suspicious faith in their creator.— 


mankind, that the greatest and best goodof| And vhrough the influence of those doc- 


the whole system may be obtained ; and | 
they may anticipate a part of that pleasure | 
here, of which they expect toshare so large- | 
ly herea‘ter ; yet all the tender feelings of 


trines, that God before their existence, pre- 
destinated them to endless torment, ané 
that there now is in hell many infants, not 
aspan long. The setting forth of such 


humarity, with which God has endued us! things, hath alienated the hearts of God’s 
creatures from him, for it is impossible fer 


will revolt at the idea 3; and unbiased rea- 
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any finite creatures to love a being that i is 
opposed to our happiness, and hath eter- 
nally put it out of our power to obtain it.— 
But the word predestination, hath been sub- 
verted from its true import in scripture, é and 
much to the injury of religion, and the love 
of God, as will ap pear on ex xamination of 
the word in its connexion. 

The word predestinated, is four times 
used by Paul—who was well instructed in 
the mystery of God, who is the Saviour of 
all men. 

First in Romans, viii. 29,30. For whom 
he did foreknow, he also did predestinate 
io be conformed to the image of his Son, 
that he might be the first born among ma- 
ny brethren. Moreover, whom he did pre- 
destinate, them he also called; and whom 
he called, them he also justified ; and whom 
he justified, them he also glorified. 

But in spite of envy, in spite of all the 
powers of darkness, God will bring about 
his purposes of predestination, and if he 
foreknew all mankind, be hath predestina- 
ted all that he did toreknow to be conform- 
ed to the image of his Son, and the same 
are to be called, justified and glorified. 

We find the words again twice used to 
the same pageee, in the first chapter of E- 
phesians, 5,11. 

Having predestinated us to the adoption 
of children by Jesus Christ, according to 
the good pleasure of his will, verse 11. In 
whom also,we have obtained an inheritance 
being predestinated according to the pur- 
pose of him who worketh all things after 
the council of his own will. 

That the doctrine of predestination to 
endless torment, should ever be attached 
to the doctrine here set forth by Paul, is a 
mystery to be explained only by those that 
are capable of putting sweet for bitter and 
bitter for sweet. For if God worketh, and 
is able to work, all things after the council 
of his own will; and hath made it manifest 
by revelation, and by preparatory works, 
that he will have all men to be saved,where 
is the propricty of doubting the fulfilment of 
the good pleasure of his will, and ihe final 
accomplishment of his purpose of predesti- 
nation ? 

We that are called Universalists, believe 
that God foreknew all mankind, and all that 
he did foreknow,he predestinated to be con- 
formed to the image of his son. 

We believe that Christ died for all, and 


which shall be accomplished according to 
the good pleasure of his will of predestina- 
tion. And you my presbyterian and con- 
gregational brethren ; if you believe these 
things, our difference is at an end: and if 
you believe them not 3; it is for you to re- 
concile these scriptures with your doctrines, 
and giye an account of your unbelief to 
God. 

I mentioned, that if your own religious 
experience is correct; I would prove that 
our doctrine is according to godliness. For 
if the love of God hath led you to repent- 
ance, and captivated your hearts ; the same 
goodness when discovered, would lead to 
repentance, and captivate every heart. And 
if you do not feel disposed to sin, because 
God loves you, and your election and con- 
sequent salvation is made sure ; neither 
would the world of mankind be disposed to 
sin, if it should appear that their election in 
Christ, and salyation is made sure in like 
manner with yours. 

Ihave heard many give a relation of 
their exercises of mind under what is called 
a religious experience ; and they common- 
ly agree, that when they were first led up 
out of the dry and parching wilderness of 
sin, and given freely to drink of the waters 
of life, their first anxious desires were that 
every child of Adam might come and par- 
take of that infinite fulness which they dis- 
covered, and they prayed accordingly ; and 
such prayer is in every sense universal ; ac- 
cording to the mind, and dictate of that spi- 
rit into which they are baptised. And this 
is uniformly the operation of mind with ev- 
ery child born into the kingdom of love.— 
But the child is soon taken, and dressed in 
a livery according to the cut of the day,and 
taught the different prejudices of the pre- 
cinct, or parish, in which his chance was to 
be born: and thus on the limitarian scheme, 
each spiritual merchant is striving to train 
to his liking, and to gain the greatest run of 
customers. 

Let us now examine the maxim which 
saith that it is impossible for God to make 
a thing to be and not to be, at the same 
time. 

With the correctness of this maxim I find 
no fault. But shall immediately proceed to 
the comparing, and examining of the limi- 
tarian doctrines by it. I call the doctrines 
limitarian, that limits a final salvation by 
Christ ; contending that there was a certain 
number given to Christ as a satisfaction for 





that by the Grace of God, he tasted death 
for every man, according to the council of | 
God, in his purpose of predestination. We| 
believe likewise, that all are called accord- | 
ing tothe council, and purpese of God 


the travail of his soul, called the elect, that 
were before the foundation of the world, se- 
cured to him by the Father without a possi 
bility of their being lost. 
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If it is impossible for God to make a thing 
to be and not to be, it is certainly so for ev- 
ery other being. And it is equally certain 
that the elect were not, nor never can be 
lost! For, God cannot make a thing to be 
and not to be. And if the elect were ever 


lost, their salvation was not made sure, and ! 


if their salvation was made sure, they were 
never Jost. And as Christ came to seek 
and to save that which was lost, the elect 
have neither part nor lot in this matter ! 

Christ was the first of the elect, and no 
one will undertake to say that Christ was 
ever lost. I think that scripture doth not 
any where inform us that Christ came to 
save, or gave his life for the elect; but its 
common language is, that Christ gave his 
life for the world. And how a little hand- 
ful—a remnant—a shred of creation,should 
rise up, and claim %xclusively tle mansion 
of glory when there is nothing said about 
them in the purchase, is beyond the conjec- 
tures of reason to tell. 

Another thing I shall notice, for it is com- 
monly related by the limitations as part of 
a christian ©xperience—namely—their aw- 
ful horrors before their conversion, of the 
immediate danger of damnation to endless 
torment. This you accept as positive proof 
of such a thing. My brethren—this proves 
a thing quite different from what you think 
it doth. For if you was in danger of eter- 
nal torment, your salvation was not made 
sure: and if your salvation, i. e. the elect, 
was made sure as the throne of God: (as J 
have often heard them say,) then your ex- 
perience in the apprehension of endless tor- 
ment was an illusion of fancy ; or the dy- 
ing ghost of tradition. 

Another thing commonly related ina 
christian experience is, that when they were 
convinced of the love of God towards them; 
they were confounded, and ashamed of their 
unbelief, hardness of heart, and base ingrat- 
itude ; and that they looked upon sin with 
abhorence. And have you now the chris- 
tian humility to think of others better than 
yourselves? And do you think that the 
kindness, and love of God appearing to 
them, will lead to licentiousness, and the 
Jove of sin? 

Having mentioned election, I think it ex- 
pedient to make a few observations on the 
doctrine, and close the interview. 

Whatever definition may be given to the 
word elect or election; as it respects Dei- 
iy, it is a manifestation of his will. 

According to the scripture, Christ was e- 
lected head of all spiritual life exclusive of 
the Father. And if it is God’s will now that 
ah! shull be saved, it was go before the foun- 





a 


dation of the world; and thus it is certain. 
According as he hath chosen us in him be- 
fore the foundation of the world, that we 
should be holy, and without blame before 
him in love. Eph.i. 4. If itis the choice 
of God that any of his creatures should be 
holy, and without blame before him in love, 
it is his choice that all should be. If choos- 
ing or electing means a manifestation of the 
will of God; it was his election, it was his 
choice before the world began—is now, and 
eternally will be, that all his creatures cap- 
able of mental happiness, should be holy, 
and without blam: before him in love. 

But there are many things that respect e- 
lection, that respect this life only ; as the e- 
lection of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob, as 
patriarchs of the Hebrew nation. 

David was elected king, not for his own 
good exclusively, but for the good of the na- 
tion generally. 

Paul was elected the apostle of the Gen- 
tiles, not his personal good, but for their 
good universally. For by his election, he 
became a debtor to them all ; to the Grecks, 
and to the barbarians, both to the wise,and 
to the unwise. 

And how did Paul become a debtor to all 
those? It was by the very act of his elec- 
tion. For thereby he had a treasure com- 
mitted to him, that belonged equally to them 
all. Fornecessity was laid upon him, to 
preach the common salvation to all men; 
and thus Lecame his duty to warn every 


/man, that he might present every man_per- 


fect in Christ Jesus. Amen. 
S. M. ROSE, 





To the Editor of the Gospel Advocate, 
INTRUDERS ON INDIAN LANDS. 
( Concluded from page 96.) 

The state of New-York cannot allow the 
Senecas to sell or lease their lands, as may 
be done with the Oueidas. The preemp- 
tion right to purchase of the latter is in the 
state ; that of the former has been convey- 
ed away by the state. The holders of that 
right haye a pledge that a purchase from the 
Senecas by any other person, of any inte1- 
est in their tands, shall be held void. Hence 
here is a third party to be consulted, be- 
fore even misstonaries can be allowed the 
right to occupy a foot of ground, and whose 
express assent must be obtained, before any 
statute of the state can render deeds, leases 
or mere licenses from the Indians constitu- 
tional and valid. 

The state had the right so to convey the 
exclusive privilege to purchase; and hav- 
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ing conveyed it, they are bound to respect 
the vested right of the purchaser. What- 
ever difference of opinion may have existed 


jn our courts, as to the title and rights of 


the Oneidas—whether they are dependent 
allies, with a remnant of their ancient sove- 
reignty—or whether they have become cit- 
izens with us—whether they can take by 
descent, or alien their lands; it must be ad- 
mitted, that those of the Senecas rest upon 
a different basis, and must be determined 
upon diferent grounds. In 1776, the Six 
Nations stood upon an equal footing.— 
they had all been under the protection of 
the colony of New-York for a century.— 
The Senecas joined the British against us, 
but the Oneidas continued friendly and un- 
der our protection. This accounts for the 
difference in the relations subsisting be- 
tween the state and those two nations, 
which is perceivable ever since the treaty 
of 1784. The Oneidas ceded the whole of 
their lands to the state, and accepted a re- 
cession of a part of it, only and upon con- 
ditions and limitations. ‘The Senecas have 
only ceded parts of theirs upon the express 
condition, that the residue should be guar- 
anteed tothem forever. ‘Thestate may have 
dealt more hardly with them on account of 
their former bad faith. ‘They however ac- 
cepted of the peace offered, and took what 
vas left them on the terms prescribed.— 
kragments and appearance only of sove- 
rcignty were left them. Since that last 
treaty, they have never assumed the right 
to sell their lands without the sanction of 
government. ‘This limitation of their pow- 
ev is well understood and has repeatedly 
been acted upon and recognized by both 
parties. ‘The government in fact owned the 
land in 1784, but granted to them the right 
of possession forever. The state has now 
parted with allits right to the soil, and by 
its own act has put it out of its power to 
consent to a sale by the Indians of their 
possession. Much less can it render a sale 
valid to any person, ether than those enti- 
tled to the reversion. It will also be per- 
ceived, that in this view of their rights, the 
consent of the Indians, if fairly and fully ob- 
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tained, could confer no greater right to a! 


purchaser than he might claim under a stat- 
ute of this state. 

Since then the Indians have been long 
divested of the right to sel! their lands, ex- 
Cept to the state, and since the state has 
transterved the right of purchase to third 


pass 5 it appears to me conclusive, that 
without the consent of all three of these par- 
ties no right can possibly be granted to any 
person to reside upon the Indian reserva- 
tion. It is not the right to purchase the fee 
of the land only, which is thus inhibited.— 
If the state by law, can authorise a person 
to reside on the lands by consent of the In 
dians, for one purpose ; it may for another. 
If a leave to occupy for one year could be 
made good by law, leases for lives, or years 
or for hundreds of years, might also be 
binding and valid—where then is the re- 
versionary interest of the assignees of the 
state—such a law must be unconstitutional 
and void, and could not protect any persow 
occupying under that pretence from prose- 
cution, nor from insult and injury from the 
Indians. Besides, the state is bound to 
protect them from the encroachments of our 
citizens. Should they find the state deaf te 
their complaints, and that the law was in- 
sufficient or tardily enforced, there would be 
danger, that a resort to the original rights 
and laws of nature would be made to ef- 
fect the object at the expence of blood. 
The assertion of * Christian” that the 
law of 1821, thwarts the intentions of the 
general government, is equally as erroneous 
and groundless, as I] have shewn his other 
positions tobe. What has the United States 
government to do with our municipal 
regulations, or with the tenures of our real 
estates? Lanswer, nothing. That govern- 
ment is merely a political compact,between 
equal and otherwise sovereign states. Bus 
lit is not the right says “ Christian,” but 
imerely the benevolent intention of the VU. 
' States, that is thwarted by the law of this 
| State, Shall this state and the civil rights 
‘of its citizens be made to bow to the inten- 
tion whether benevolent or not of another 
'government. Suppose it were the express 
| intention of the U. States to employ and 
| pay ministers of the gospel for residing on 
‘these Indian lands, and that they should 
‘swarm in upon them in defiance of our laws 
—and to the detriment of the reversion, 
' would the state ot the reversioner be bound 
‘to submit. But “ Christian” has as much 
mistaken the intention of the United States, 
‘as he did the justice and reasonableness of 
(the removal of the mission family. The re- 
‘al cbject and intention of the United States 
(will be best gathered from the law itsell, 
which is referred to. 
i “For the purpose of providing against 















persons, who have thus acquired vested the further decline and final extinction of 
rights, and whose prescnt, or reversionary | the Indian tribes adjoining the fronticr, set- 
Micrest cannot be impaired or jeopardised ‘tlements of the U. States, and for intro¢u- 
‘y any constitutional law the state may cing amongst them the habits and aits of c.w- 
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ilization, the president of the U. States shall 
be and hereby i is authorized in every case 
where he shalljudge improvement, in the hab- 
its and condition of such Indians practicable 
and that the means of instruction can be 
introduced with their own consent, to em- 
ploy capable persons of good moral charac- 
ter to instruct them in the mode of agricul- 
ture, suited to their condition,and for teach- 
ing their children in reading, writing and 
arithmetic,” &c. &c. Now let “ Christian” 
or his equally liberal and knowing corres- 
pondent of this place, inform the public 
whether this beloved mission family com- 
posed of one man and three women, were 
pursuing the intentions of government, as 
above expressed; were they instructing the 
Indians in the mode of agriculture,were they 
teaching the acts specified in the law—Ifso 


I have been grossly misinformed, and if so, . 
all the attempts at grief, and all the com-. 


plaints about “ breaking up this beloved | 


and devoted mission family, this congrega- juring no one, 


tion of the Lord, and of leaving the poor 


heathen in ignorance of the doctrines and | 


the terrors of eternal damnation,” are 
groundless clamors. ‘They were not how- 
ever pursuing the letter nor the spirit of the 
law. Instead of teaching the laborious art 
of agriculture, 1 am well informed, that 
those missionaries exacted from their schol- 
ars, and sometimes with stripes, the most 
servile of menial labors, about their persons 
as well as about their household. 


That their | | tour of mankind. 
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“Gens is ; made by the law an important and 
preliminary condition to the introduction of 
teachers amongst them 3 nor can the Presj- 
dent recognize them, nor appropriate the 
United States funds to their support until he 
has evidence of sucn consent. This consent 
has never been signified to him by the Seneca 
Nation as to the introduction of preachers, 
On the contrary, their presence has occa- 
sioned continual mischief.  Broils and 
quarrels have arisen and still continue, a- 
mongst the hitherto peaceable and frie ndly 
chiefs, and as itis truly stated by one of 
them, “they have become a quarrelsome 
and divided people.” Their situation and 
condition grows daily worse, under the mnis- 
chievous influence of these insidious mis 
sionaries. They lose the dignity, and the 
high toned virtue of savages,|without acquir- 
ing even a tincture of the mild virtues and 
heav enly hari ities of the read christian. 
Nor is it true that “ the family were in- 
” ‘The complaints preferred 
bv the Indians themselves show that they 
were cutting their timber, enclosing and re- 
ducing to their exculsive possession their 
lands, stirring up quarrels between the 
chiefs and families; maintaining themselves 
with a party, atthe expence of peace and the 
good of the whole. ‘This is not the vocation 
ofthe gospel teacher, the meek herald of 
glad tidings. Such measures do not result 
from the precepts or examples of the Sav- 
He taught his disciples 


reading and writing (no other branches were | to reverence the law, to submit to the pow- 


taught) extended no further than to the re- | ers of the earth. 


6 ’ Nevertheless” says he 


hearsal and’ copying of short sentences com- ' lest we offend them go thou tothe sea 


posed for their purpose and called “ Indian | and cast an hook.” 


hymns. That even under this regimen 
their Indian church which has costs so ma- 
ny years labor,and so much money, consists 
now of but four members. 

The President, for aught I know, may 
have applied a part of the $10,000, appro- 
priated ty the above law to those specific | 
purposes, to the use of this mission—but if | 





so, he must have been deceived and impos- | 


ed upon, as tothe conduct and employment | 
of its members. Such an application sure- 
ly docs not fulfil the intentions of the legis- 
lature. ‘The Indians are at all times ready 
to reeeive insiruction in the arts before 
mentioned. “We are thankful for the advice 
and the means afiorded us. We are happi- 
er for ii,” say their chiefs—and had this 
fainily honestly and faiily conducted them- 
selves, and limited their exertions to those 
proper and legitimate objects, though still 
trespassers and there without right, 


He taught the duty of 
civil obedience—to live in charity with all 
men, to do the oilice of peace makers among 
mankind. The head of this mission, pre- 
tending to apostleship, should sooner have 
sufiered chains, stripes, imprisonments and 
hunger then to have coveted what was_ the 
property of the Indians, and before he es- 
tablished himselrin this lucrative mission by 
creating, amongst the friendly chiefs and 


—P] 
families of the Senecas, distrust, quarrels 


cand ill bloed, he should have abandoned 


they 


would doubtless have been permitted to re-| 


main on the jands. 


, ‘ | 
The consent of the In- 


the hopes and prospects of gain it held out 
to his cupidity. 

Twill merely add, that within the last 
year several other intruders have beer 
removed tromthbis reservation under the 
same law of L82t, all of whom went on 
without right and it contempt of the law of 
the land. They were all equaily trespass- 
ers. ANOCIER CHRISTIAN. 


vt? to the Rev'd D. 


(Ss “A Universeali: 


Babcock, will appear next week. 








